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Very weak Pamphlet bas late- 

ly appeared in Print, as 6 
Sort" of en of Defiance ia the 
Clergy of Northumberland. The 
Author, I am told, is a Pedlar; 
but if his Pack is not better Pufea | 
with vendible Wares than his Head 
is with Arguments, he will make 
but a ſorry Chapman. One would 
have reaſonably thought, that a Man 
that had made ſo Fold a Challenge, 
ſhould have endeavoured to anſwer 
every Thing that had been ſaid. in 
Defence of Baptiſm with Mater; 
but inſtead of that, he has renewed 
©: | ſome 


— 
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ſome bold Ajjertions, without con ſi. 
dering any one Argument or Text of 
Scripture relating to that Subject. 
A pretty Diſputant indeed! As 
to his bold Aſertions, I have briefly 
conſidered them; ( for I fludied Bre- 
vity, ) and, I hope, have put, what 
I have ſaid, in no obſcure Light. 
Whether I be of the Clergy or Laity, 
it matters not much, if the Argu- 
ments laid down, do, in any tolera- 
ble Degree, tend to the clearing of 
the Point in Queſtion, I have my 
End. I have taken all the Care 1 
can to be concealed,. left my Mean- 
neſs ſhould be any Diſadvantage to 
the Cauſe I eſpouſe; and have caſt 
it into the Method of Queſtion and 
Anſwer, which J looked upon to be 
better for the leſs intelligent Rea. 
der; than a continued Diſcourſe, 
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HA is the Quaker, Tenet about 
VEE Baptiſm? 
WAVES 4. That Chriſt did not inſtitute 
sny Baptiſm with Water, but on- 
© ly Baptiſm with the Holy Choſt. 
Q What is th: — of the Word Baptixe? 
Jab danply taken, is no more 
an to waſh, as you may ſee ( Luke xi, 100 
where it is ſaid, The Pbari = wondre 
Saviour had not firft waſhed before Dinner The 
— Word to waſh there, is to baptize. * 
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fo (Mark vii, 4.) Ven the Phariſees come from 
the Markct, except they waſh, they eat not. The 
Word to waſh there, is the ſame as before to 
baptixe; fo that to baptize, in its original Mean- 
ing, ſignifies no more than to wan. 
Q. But has not Baptiſm a peculiar Sig nification, 
diſtin from waſhing in general ? 

A. Yes, it is now always taken in a ſeparate 
Eccleſiaſtical Senſe, and denotes a Perſon's be- 
ing received into the Chriftian Church, by be- 
ing waſhed with Water, in the Name of the 
Trinity. f 

Q. Had the Jews any peculiar Waſhings like to 
this among them ? 

A. Yes, for they baptized AH en 
dam, lie i that were made Proſelytes 
to their Religion, with their Children, And this 
appears not only from ſome of their Writings, 
bt likewiſe from ſome Parts of Scripture, 
as interpreted by them. For Marmonides ſays, 
That by Three Things the Ifraclites entred ju— 
to Covenant, . oy Cirenmciſion, Buptiſtty 
and Sterifice, And the Babylonilth Tu/md lays, 
When a Profelyte is reveived, he muſt be &xe= 
eumeſſeq, and when he is ered, they baptize 
him in the Preſenee of two wile Men, ſaying, 
Behold he is an Hraelite in all Things, and if it 
be a Woman, they lead her ta the Waters, 

And as to Scripture, to prove that Praſelytes 
were to be baptized, abeadecw ati 
They alledge, Numbers xv, 15, . One 
rdinance [hall be both for you and for the dtrau— 
er, Now the Jews reckon that all their Fore- 
fathers were baptized, at their receiving of the 
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Law at Mount Sinai For ſo they underſtand 
Exodus xix, 10. And the Lord ſaid unto Moſes, 
Co unto all the People, and ſanctiſy them to day 
and to morrow, and let them waſh their Clothes, 
aud be ready againſt the third Day. Where, by 
waſhing their Clothes, the Jews underſtand 
waſhing the whole Body: For Maimonides ſays, 
That — in the law the waſhing of the 
Garments is mentioned, it means the waſhin 
of the whole Body. Mor. Nevoch. And in Levi- 
ticus xi, 40. Where the Text ſays, He ſhall 
waſh his Clothes, the Septuagint Tranſlation ſays 
further, Hl ſhall waſh himſelf in Water ;, and » 
the learned Mr. lden ſhews, That the Ex- 
poſitions which the Jewiſh Commentators give 
of Leviticus xiv. 8, 47. Numbers xix. 10, 21, 
Numbers xxi. 24, and ſeveral other Texts, where 
waſhing of Garments is mentioned, that they 
always underſtand waſhing the whole Body. And 
as to what is ſaid of ſanctifying them to day, 
and to morrow, it is a Scripture Expreſſion for 
waſhing or baptizing , for moſt of the Orders 
to the Prieſts to ſanttify themſelves, are ex- 
lained by waſhing themſelvesz and Where it 
ald Levitiens vi 27, All that tonebes the Fleſh 
of the Sin-offering Mail be holy, or, in the Hes 
brew, /ball be /auttified ; The following Verſes 
ew, That by being /an#ified, is meant ſhall 
be waſbed; And, to ſum up all, That the Jews 
did make uſe of Baptiſm, we are told 1 Cor, x, 
2, That ibey were all baptized unto Moles, that is, 
were all baptized into the Religion which he 
taught; for, as the learned Mr. Se/den oblerveg 
ale Synod, Lib, 1. Cap. 3. It would have been 
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difficult for the Corinthians to have underſtood 
St, Paul in this Place, if it had not been well 

known, that the Jews look'd upon themſelves 
to have been entred into Covenant by Baptiſm, 

Q. What was the Baptiſm of John the Buptill ? 

A, The Matter of it was Water, as was that 

of the Jews, Math. iii. 11, I indeed baptizc ht 


| il Tater, and when our Saviour came to be 

| baptized of him, we are told in the ſame Chap 

ter, %%. 12, 16. that it Was in the River 7 

eln, See Toby iii. 23. 

4 ar tere any 1 betrween 1 
* Pau, and that of the Frws, or that of Chriſt? 


A, Not indeed as to the Matter, for they all 
baptized with Water, but in other Things there 
was a Ditterence; For as to the Baptiſm of the 

es, it Was a bringing a Gentile into the Jew- 
1ſh Relivion, but the Baptiſm of John was a 
bringing the Jews into another Religion, By 
the Baptiſm of the Jaws, they were bound to 
keep the whole Law; by the Baptiſm of John, 
f they were only bound to Repentance, for his 
Baptiſm is called, Mark i. 4. The Baptiſm' of 
Repentance; Upon the receiving of which, thoſe 
that were baptized were abſolved from Ohedi- 
ence to the whole Law, and acknowledged 
themlelves to be bound only to Repentance, 
and a Belicf in the Meſſiah to come. 

Fobn's Baptiſm difter'd from that of Chrift, in 
that he baptized in the Name of the Meſhah to 
come; whercas the Apoſtles baptized in the 
Name of the Meſſiah already come, that Feſus 

0 of Nazareth might be known to be the Meſliah, 
for the Jews had denied him to be ſuch, aud 


there 
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t herefore our Saviours Diſciples did vonch him 
to be ſo, by baptizing into his Name, But 
they uſed another Form indeed, when they 
baptized the Gentilesz for as there was no Con- 
troverſy with them who was the true Meſliah, 
but who was the true God, it was neceflary that 
they ſhould be baptized in the Name of the Fas 
ther, Son, wad Holy Ghoſt, 

Q Our Saviour then it rot, when be tnftt= 
tnted Baptiſm, did un mare than adopt a Jewiſh 
Custom into bis Religion = 

A, No more; tor Chriſt, in his Wiſdam, 
thought fit to make former Rites ſerve his Di- 
vine Purpoſes, rather than to introduce new 
ones unheard of before; and therefore tranſlated 
this Rite of Baptiſm, in Uſe among the Jews, 
into his own Service, and fo ordained it a Sa- 
orament of his Religion, N 

Q. Did our Saviour Himel], baptize any with 
Water ? 

A. We don't read in the Goſpel that he did, for 
'tis ſaid, John iv. 2. That Feſus baptized not, but 
his Diſciples, Tho, I think, that as all that were 
admitted into Chriſt's Religion were to be ba- 
ptized with Water; ſo the Diſciples, who were 
the firſt Proſelytes to that Religion, muſt have 
been baptized likewiſe, and who was there then 
to do it-but Chriſt himſelf. And of this Opinion 
was St. Auguſtine Epiſt, 108. 

Q. But did our Saviours Niſciples, in his Life- 

time, baptize any into his Religion? 

A. The Text juſt mentioned ſays they did; for 

tis ſuppoſed the Commiſſion given to our Saviours 

Piſciples Matth. xxviii. 19, was not their firſt 
e Com- 


| WM. 2 
Commiſſion, becauſe we read of their baptizing 
before; and therefore as many as were willing, 
upon the Diſciples Preaching, to enter into 
Chriſt's Religion, tis very probable were ba- 
ptized with Water: For let any one look into 
John iii. 22, 23, 25, 26. and they will, I 
think, conclude that our Saviours and John's 
Baptiſm was with one and the ſame Matter, vz. 
Water, for there they are both laid 4 be baptit- 
24s, Now if their Baptiſms had not been one 
and the ſame, there certainly would have been 
ſome Note of Diſtinction put between them; 
and that they were the ſame, we may conclude, 
becauſe they were both viſible to all: Whereas, + 
if Chriſt's Baptiſm had been that of the Spirit 
only, it would have been inviſible ; for no man 
can ſee the Operations of the Spirit on the Soul. 
And laſtly, the Jews take Notice to John, That 
Chrift by his Diſciples baptized, as well as he, now 
if their Baptiſms had been different, the one 
with Water, and the other with the Spirit on- 
Ly, there had been no Occaſion for any ſuch 

Obſeryation, £ 
Q. Since then it is apparentthat our Saviour's 
Nilciples baptized, did they not baptize with. the 
Spirit without any Water. | | 
A. We have no Reaſon to conclude that our 
Saviour's Diſciples did baptize with the .Spirit; 
for we are plainly told, John vii. 39. That the 
Spirit was not given, becauſe Feſus was not glori- 
fied, The Spirit did not deſcend, till after 
Chriſt's 1190 to. the Right Hand of God, 
Now, as before this, the Diſciples did baptize, 
Co 3 92 e 
| 


II 
| their Baptiſm conſequently muſt have been 
with Water. 2 

There are but two Things in Baptifm z; Wa- 
ter, which is the ontward Sign, and the Spirit, 
which is the inward Thing ſignified. Now ſince 
the Spirit was not given in Chriſt's Lifetime, 
(for it was after his Aſcenſion, that the Diſpen- 
{ation of the Holy Ghoſt commenced ) but the 
Perſons that were baptized, were, with the 
greateſt Probability, baptized with Water, that 
the Spirit might afterwards deſcend upon them, 
ſo, I think, it will plainly follow, That there 
was a Baptiſm with Mater practiſed by our Sa- 
viour's Diſciples without the Spirit, | 

Q. Do you read in Scripture of any more Places; 
herein Baptiſm is mentioned, and the Spirit did 
not atcompany it? | 5 CC 

A Yes, we read Ads viii. 12. That upon Phi- 
lip's Preaching ſoine numbers of the Samaritans 
were baptized, both Men and Women. Now here 
was a Baptiſm, as may reaſonably be preſuined, 
with Water, without the Spirit: For after they 
had received that Baptiſm, we are told expreſly 
ver. 16. That as yet the Holy Ghoſt was fallen on 
none of them, only they were baptized in the Name 
of the Lord Feſus. I” | 

It was ſometime after the Samaritans receiv- 
ed Baptiſm, that way received the Holy Ghoſt, 
Now what Sort of a Baptiſm did they receive ? 
If it was not that of the Holy Ghoſt; it muſt, 
without all Doubt, be that of Water, which 
Philip did immediately afterwards practiſe upon 
the Eunuch, As viii. 38, And beſides this 
Place, we read All, xix. 5, 6. That Faul ba 
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ptized ſome at Epheſus, who did not receive 
the Holy Ghoſt along with their Baptiſm, but 
had it conferred on them afterwards, by the 
Impoſition of the Apoſtles Hands; for 'tis there 
Taid, hen they. heard this, they were baptized in 
the Name of the Lord Jeſus, and when Paul had 
laid his Hands on them, the Holy Ghoſt came on 
| them. Now theſe were baptized without hav- 
ing the Holy Ghoſt conveyed along with their 
Baptiſm, for Baptiſm was performed, and over, 
and yet they had not the Holy Ghoſt given 
them, till ſuch time as Paul by another Rite, 
or Ceremony, viz, The laying on of Hands, con- 
veyed it to them. We don't read in all the 
New Teſtament, That Baptiſm was ever per- 
formed by laying on of Hands, and ſince the 
having the Holy Ghoſt conferred was the Ef- 
fect of that Action, it could have no Relation to 
the foregoing Baptiſm, and as there was a Ba- 
ptiſm preceedling it, let any one judge what 
that Buptiſin was, if it was not with Vater. 

Q 1s Baptiſm now become neceary to our Au- 

trance into the Chriſtian Church ? 

A. Ves certainly; For when our Saviour 
ave his laſt Commitlion to His Apoſtles to Pro- 
elyte the World to His Religion, He bid them 

go and make Diſciples of all Nations, waſhing, 
( for Jo the Mord in the Greek imports ) or bapti» 
zung them in the Name of the Father, Son and 
Holy Ghoft, Here you ſee a plain Command of 
Chriſt's for Baptiſm ; this was to be the initiat- 
ing Rite into his Religion; which, whoſoever 


neglected or deſpiſed, was not to be eſteemed a 


We 


Member of Chriſt's Church, 


/ v 


— — 


00 l 


* 7 S& 


2 


i 


L 13 
We know that Circumciſion was eſteemed 
abſolutely neceſſary for any ones Entry into 


the Jeuiſh Church, as appears plainly from 
Gen. xvii. Now do we read, that any one, that 


was uncircumeiſed, was ever thought or ad- 
mitted a Member of that Church ? Was he e- 
ver look'd upon to be a true Iſraelite till this 
painful Rite was performed upon him, ( except 
it was whilſt the Iſraelites travell'd through the 


Wilderneſs when God diſpenſed with it? ) Nay, 


ſo abſolutely neceſſary was this Sacrament of 
Initiation, and ſo highly did God reſent the 
Neglect of it, that he ſought to kill Moſes for 
the Want of it in his Child, Exod, iv. 24. 
Now, What Circumciſion was to the Jun, 
that Baptiſm is to Chriſtians? It is the Rite of 
Initiation into Chriſt's Church; it is the neceſ- 
ſary Means whereby we enter into the Chri- 
ſwan Covenant; and therefore, whoever is not 
baptized, muſt needs be a Stranger to the Cove- 
nant of Promiſe , che can be entitled to none of 
theſe ſuving Benefits procured for us by Chriſt , 


und conte ft muſt be without ops, For 


ti expreſly ſid by our Saviour himſelf, 7% 
Ill, 3. Except any one be born of IV ater and of 
the Spirit, be cannot enter into the Ningaojm of 
God, He that will not make Uſe of the Means 
of Grace which God has 17 ta 22 tis 
1 he ſhould fall ſhort of the Grace it 
elf, 
Q. How does it appear, That the Apoſtles did 
baptize with Mater thoſe they made Proſelytes of? 
A. There are two famous undeniable Inſtan- 
ces of it in the As, the gue is Chap. viii. 38. 
n where 
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where Philip baptized the Eunuch : For 'tis 
there ſaid, They went down into the Water, both 
Philip and the Eunuch, and he baptæcd him, 
Now what can be a plainer Inſtance, than that 
Chriſt's Commiſſion to the Apoſtles to baptize; 
mult have been here fulfilled in this Baptiſm 
with Water? Hud the Baptiſin with the Spirit 
been ſolely intended by that Commiſſion, with⸗ 
out any outward Sign or Matter to ſiguiky it, 
there had been no Occaſion for Philip's making 
any Uſe of any Water in the Baptiſm of the 
Eunneh z he might either have conveyed the 
Spirit to him, by layins bis Hands on him, (as 
the Apoſtles did in * other Caſes, ) or by 
breathing on bim, ( as our Saviour did, when be 
bid bis Diſciples receive the Holy Ghoſt,) or by 
ſome other Manner; but as we read of, none 
of theſe, but that his Baptiſm was performed 
purely by Water, ſo we may ſafely conclude, 
that the Baptiſm inſtituted by Chriſt, as to the 
outward Part, was a Baptiſm with Water, 

I deny not indeed, that there 18 an — 
baptizing with the Spirit, as well as an outwar 
baptizing with Water; the Scripture in John 
iii. 5, ſays as much; and the Church of Eng- 
land Catechiſm ſays, There 1s au inward Jpirts 
tual Grace as wel as an outward viſible Sign, 
which is Mater; but then, that this inward and 
ſpiritual Grace, according to Chriſt's Inſtitu- 
tion, is conveyed to the baptized Perſon, by 
Means of the outward viſible Sign Water, is 
what I contend for: For if the outward viſible 
Sign Water be wilfully omitted in Baptiſm, | 
I deny that there can any inward 2 

race 
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Grace accompany it: For Baptiſm being a po- 
ſitive Inſtitution, it can have no ſaving Effect, 
unleſs all the eſſential Parts of it be obſerved. 
Now, Water, according to the Inſtance of the 
Eunuchs Baptiſm before us, having been an 
eſſential Part, Philip's buptizing could have had 
no _ Elfect, if it had been wilfully o- 
mitted, | 
The other Inſtance is, , x, 49, 48, where 
Peter eommanded Gornelins and his Company 
to be baptized, yea, and tho' they had before 
received the Holy Ghoſt yet, there Baptiſm 
ith Water, was, by no Means, to be omitted, 
For Peter anſwered, Can any Man forbid Water 
that theſe ſhould nat be baptized, who baue receiu- 
ed the Holy Ghoſh as well as we, and be com- 
manded them to be baptized in the Name of the 
Lord. The having received the Holy Ghoſt 


one would think, ſhould have ſuperſeded all 
Baptiſm with Water, if it had not been abſo- "DP 


lutely neceſſary; For th& Gift of the Holy 


Ghoſt is, without all Doubt, a ſure and cer- 


tain Sign of being in God's Favour ; but yet, 
for all this, there are ſome outward Things to 
be performed to make ns complete Members of 
Chriſt's Church ; his own Ordinances mult be 
obſerved before we be perfect Chriſtians. And, 
tho' this inward ſpiritual Grace went before Ba- 
ptiſm with Water, which is wont either to ac- 
company or ſucceed it; yet, notwithſtanding 
that, Peter, to fulfil his Lord's Commiſſion, 
(who, ſure, underſtood the Nature of it) com- 


manded them to be baptized with Water, and 


. 
thought it became them thus to fulfil All Right- 
eoulneſy, mY > N 
Q, Does not the Aruthor of the Pamphlet, now 
under Conſideration, ſay, That John Haptiſt was 
ſent to baptize with Mater? Bit we don't read in 
the New Teſtament," That Chrift inflituted a Ha- 
ter Baptiſm diſliudt from John Baptiſl ; And 
there was a Commiſion given to the Apoſtles, To 
£0 and teach all Nations, eg em in the 
ame of the Father, Ge. but there is not one 
Word of Water in this Commiſſion, 
A. Theſe are the Author's Words, Now, in 
Anſwer to them, I ſay, as I did before, That 
our Saviour's Baptiſm did not differ from Fohn's 
in Reſpect of the Matter of it, which was Va- 
ter: For, let the Commiſſion to the Apoſtles 
be conſidered, and it will appear, that Water 
muſt be contained in it, tho it be not literally 


& expreſſed: For, not to mention the Jewiſh and 
e John's Baptiſm with our Saviour as to the Mat- 


ter imitated, it may be ſeen, as I obſerved be- 
fore, That to baptize, in its prime Significa- 
tion, is no more than to waſh; and therefore, 
Chriſt's Commiſſion to his Apoſtles might, 
perhaps, have more ſignificantly been render d, 
and with leſs liableneſs to Exception, Ch, 'make 
Diſciples of all Nations, waſhing them in the 
Name of the Father, &c. than as it ſtands, bapti- 
ing in our Bibles: For, tho" in the Greek, in 
which Language the New Feſtament was wrote, 
to baptize, in one Senſe, ſignifies to waſh, yet 
it having been figuratively applied to the Ope- 
rations of the Holy Ghoſt, it has become' a 
Word of an equivocnl or double Signification 
| ; ju 
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Juſt as the Word Epiſeopos, which, in its prime 
ignification, is render'd Overſeer, As xx. 28, 

et is in other Places, render'd Biſhop, Now, 
his has been the Occaſion of confounding twa 
diſtinct Offices z whereas, if it had always been 
tranſlated Overſeer, according to its litera 
2 this had been avoided z; ſo if bapti- 
zing, when applied to the an und Sign, which 
is Water, had been always render'd waſhing; 
Chriſt's Commitlion to baptize, had never been 
miſunderſtood : But, as there is a Baptiſm of 
the Spirit, as well as a Baptiſm with Water, the 
| Application of them both by the ſame Word 
j has been the Ground. of the Miſtake, and 
brought in ſome. Confuſion. But now, tho? 
ſome Confuſion has been brought in on this 
Account, yet as Chriſt's Commiſſion, when lite- 
rally render'd, ſignifies to waſh in the Name of 
the Father, &c. This can have Relation to no- 
thing elſe but Water: For Water being the 
Matter whereby waſhing is performed, when- 
ever therefore we are commanded to waſh; 
that, without all Doubt, is to be made Uſe of; 
J and fo, tho! Water is not expreſly ſet down in 
10 our Saviour's Commiſſion; yet ſince waſhing is, 
Water, by an unavoidable Conſequence, muſt 
be the Matter to be made Uſe of ; and there- 
fore; baptizing with Water, tho' Water be not 
literally expreſſed, muſt be the true Meaning 
bf Chriſt's Commiſſion. , And that it was fo, 
may be concluded from the Practice of Chriſt's 
Diſciples, who, no Doubt, underſtood the Na- 
ture of the Commiſſion given to them, Matth; 
xxyiii, 19. Now, fince we find by the ſubſe- 
0 Auent 
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quent Practices of Peter and Philip, that the Ba- 
ptilm wherewith they initiated Perſons into the 
Chriſtian Religion, was a Baptiſm with Water, 
we may reaſonably conclude, that it was ſuch 
a Baptiſm as Chriſt inſtituted ; For if it had 
been otherwiſe, to what End did they baptize 
with Water? If the Baptiſm which Chriſt in- 
ſtituted, was only a Baptiſm with the Spirit ex- 
cluſive of Water, Why did Peter and Philip make 
Uſe of this external Sign? For we may ima 
ine, they would do no more in this Particu- 
Far than Chriſt commanded them z that they 
would add nothing that was eſſential on their 
own Head; that they would not incumber this 
Sacrament with Mixtures and Inventions of 
their own: And therefore, as we find that they 
buptized with Mater, fo it amounts to very rea- 
ſfonably Proof, iF not Demonſtration, That the 
Baptilm which Chriſt inftituted, was a Baptiſm 
with Water, | 
(Y Did Ei command any partienlar Manner 
of pt i, with Water f 
A. No; For the Apoſtles, by the Tenor of 
their Cammillion, were only ta waſh er baptize 
in general; and whether this was done by Im- 
merlſion, or Dipping, or by Affuſion, ar Sprink- 
ling, it all anſwered the End of Baptiſm, Tis 
true indeed, That in the moſt early Ages of 
the Church, Immerſion or Dipping was moſt 
generally practiſed; and there are fewor no Exce- 
ptians, unleſs in the Caſe of Clinick Baptiſms, 
which were performed when ſick Men lay as 
long in their Beds; but as to the n 


were performed by uneloathing, and putting 
| tho 
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the whole Body nnder Water, Now, the end 
of this ſeems to have been to repreſent, the 
Death, and Burial, and Reſurrection of Chriſt ; 
and therewith, to ſignify the dying to Sin, the 
Deſtruction of its Power, and the Reſurrection 
to a new Life. There are ſome Paſſages in St. 
Paul's Epiſtles, which allude to this Cuſtom of 
Immerſion or Dipping ; and conſequently it 
muſt have been approved of by this Apoſtle, 
Rom. 6. 4. We are buried with him by Baptiſm, 
that like as Chriſt was raiſed from the dead by 
ihe Glory of the Father, even ſo ſhould we alſo 
walk in the Newneſs of Life, the plain Meaning 
bf which is, every one muſt know, that the 
putting the Perſon baptized into the Water, 
dlenotes and proclaims the Death and Burial of 

Chriſt, and ſignifies Que undertaking in Ba» 04P 
ptiſm, that we will Fe over all the Sins of 
our former Lives, (Which is our being buried 
with Chriſt, of baptized into his Death, ) that 
fo we may lead that regenerate new Life ( ans 
{werable to Chriſt's Refiirrection) which conſiſts 
in a Courle of all Sandtity, a conſtant Christi 
an walking all owe Days, And 1 again, 6% 
2. 12, Buried-with bim in Baptiſm, wherein ve 
are alſo riſeu with bim, through ibe Faith of ibe 
Operation of Hud, who raiſed him from the dead; 

hat is, as Chriſt was buried in the Grave, fo. 
are ye by Immerſion, buried in the Water in 
your Baptiſm; and as he roſe again from the 
Grave, fo are ye riſen out of the Water by 
Virtue of your Faith in God, who raiſed him 
from the dead. This ſeems to be the obvious 
Meaning of theſe TR and therefore, 
| AF , 
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ly points out a Baptiſm with Water, and that 
jt was performed by pong the Perſon under 
the Water; which, if it had not been fo, 1 
know not what tolerable Senle could haye been 
made of theſe Places, 

But, perhaps it will be ſaid, That we have 
deviated from the Practice of the Primitive 
Church, and inſtead of Immerſion or Dipping, 
we uſe Affuſion or Sprinkling, Now, as I ob» 
ſores before, our Saviour, in his Commiſſion 
to his Apoſtles, 'commanded only Waſhing 

in general, without appointing any, particular 
Mode of doing it; and therefore, that our 


Aſperſion or Sprinkling, is equally valid with 


ipping: But beſides, tis to be obſerved, 
hat where Dipping was firſt in Uſe, it was 


„under a warm Climate, where even young 


Children could take h5 Harm, by being put 
under Water; but in this colder Region, it 
might perhaps be of fatal Conſequence to ſuch 
Children; and therefore, as we are to prefer 
Mercy to Sacrifice, Dipping may very well be 
diſpenſed with, when perhaps, the Lives of 
Children may be endanger'd by ut, 

But laſtly, our Rubrick in the Common— 
Prayer, does even order Dipping, agreeable to 
the primitive Practice, w_—_ it be certified 
that the Child is weak; and therefore, any 
Perſon that is diſſatisfied with Sprinkling, may 
have the whole Body of his Child put into the 
Font, agreeable to the ancient Cuſtom, and ſo 
baptized this Way. 1 

Q. But do we not read Matth. iii, 11, That 
fohn Baptiſt jarzd, Our Saviour would me: 
| | Wait 


i 


© 
with the Holy Ghoſt, and with Fire? Now if 
ſo, How comes Chriſt to iuſtitute another Sort of 
Baptiſm ( viz, ) that with Water? 
A. Now this Baptiſm with the Holy Ghoſt, 
and with Fire, has, I _ 0 Relution to 


i with Water, but is always underſtood 
by learned Men, to refer to the Deſcent of the 
Hol Ghoſt upon the Apoſtles, iu cloven Tongues 
as of Fire, upon the Day of Pentecoſt, Aﬀs, ii, 3. 
For Ch ii bad commanded them nat to depart from 
| (gs but to wait for the Promiſe of the Father: 
For John truly baptized with Water, but ye hall be 
baptnned with the Holy Ghoſt not many Days hence. 
Chap. i, iv. v. It was but a ſhort Time aſter Chriſt 
ſaid this, that it came to paſs (for Pentecoſt was 
but fifty Days after our Saviour's Reſurrection, 
and ten Days after his Aſcenſion) and ſince in 
his own Words, it has the Denomination of a Bap- 
tiſm with the Holy Ghoſt, we may reaſonably 
conclude, That 'tis the ſame Baptiſm which John 
and Chriſt refer to; and as this Deſcent is called a 
Baptiſm with the Hol y-Ghoſt ; ſo why not the 
fiery cloven Tongues accompanying it, a Baptiſm 
with Fire: For they being here joyned together, 
accordng to the Prediction of John, they ſeem 
to have been a true Completion of it. 

Now why this Kind of Baptiſm, peculiar to 
the Apoſtles, and fulfilled only in them, ſhould 
be the only Baptiſm which Chriſt inſtituted, 
and ſhould exclude that Baptiſm with Water, 
which was practiſed by the ſame Apoſtles, in his 
Litetime, and further commanded after his 
Reſurrection, I profeſs I can't — for 


a 
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'tis 8 That this Baptiſm with the Holy 
Ghoſt, and that with Water, have different 
Meanings and Tendencies; the one was, by the 
extraordinary Aſſiſtance of the Holy Ghoſt, to 
enable the Apoſtles to propagate the Chriſtian 
Religion, the other was, to initiate all People 
Into this Religion, and, by entring into Cove- 
nant with God, to procure for them all the 
Bleſſings annexed to the new Covenant. Theſe 
are the Ends and Deſigns of both, and why they 
ſhould be confounded together, or rather why 
one of them, which is long ago ceaſed, ſhould 
ſuperſede and exclude that which was to conti- 
nue to the World's End, is what few can ima- 
gine, but theſe, whoſe great Prejudice, and 
uncommon Way of Thinking, have warp'd or 
blinded their Judgments, and brought them un- 
der the Power of Relujion, 

But, ſuppoſe this was not a full Comple- 
tion of 7% Baptiſt's 38 concerning 
Chriſt's . ut that this Baptizing wh 
1% Holy Ghoft and with fire had Reference to 
that Baptiſm which was to continue to the 
End of the World; yet even in this Senſe, 
there is, in Baptiſin with Water, a Baptiſm like» 
wiſe with- the Not Ghoſt 4 for the ontward 
Klan Water is only Symbolical, or Repreſenta» 
tive of that Purification which is tranſmitted 
by the Holy Ghoſt to our Bouls; there js with 
the ontward Walling av inward, Haptilm of 
the Nplrit eonveyed to uu, li that there be mi 
thing vilible 4 this partienar, it waſhing 
with Water z pete Garfles an Ward Purity a 
long With it 3 and We are 16 leſs elewinded * 
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the Pollutions that naturally ſtick to our Souls, 
than we are from the Defilements that natural- 
ly cleave to our Bodies: Hence Chriſt told Ni- 
codemus, John iii, 5. That except one be born of 


Mater, and of the Spirit, be cannot enter in- 


to the Kingdom.of God, Here you fee a plain 
Neceſſity of both theſe, and that the Water 
which is the outward Baptiſm, 1s equally ne- 
ceſſary with the Spirit which is the inward : 
The inward Baptiſm with the Holy Ghoſt is 
the chief Thing; but yet, 
ter is by no Means to bewmitted. And as, no 
Doubt, we may be ſaid to be baptized with the 
Holy Ghoſt, when this Rite is duly performed; 
ſo, it muſt be only in Conſequence of our being 
firſt waſhed with Water. 

Q. But was not Chriſt to baptize with Fire, 
as well as with the Holy Ghoſt? 

A. We don't read, that Chriſt did ever lite- 
rally fulfil this part of John's Prophecy, but in 
the Deſcent of the Holy Ghoſt upon the Apo- 
ſtles in eloven Tongues as of Fire, Acts ii, . 
And therefore, believe it had its full Complet 
yh in that Senſe z but if ſome will Long it to 
the Baptiſm now practiſed, then Fire can on- 
ly be taken in a figurative Senſe, and dan mean 
10 more than, that as Fire does purify and re- 

ne Mettals from their Droſt, (> the Spirit, 
aving a more active Force than Fire, does, in 
aptilſn, e and pirify our Souls from all 
thelr natural Pollutiongy and as the Water does 
outwardly gleauſb; th the Fire of the Npirit 
get HWardly Pacht Oy if youll extend it 
urther, as fame do, this Fire might have been 
pra: 


ie outward by Wa-. 


Wy: -- 


* prophetick of thoſe —_— Judgments, which 
i e 


not long after came upon t 
ter Deſtruction, | 
To all which I would add, That as Chriſt 
| baptiz'd none upon Earth, John iv, 2 And 
* thut 7% Baptiſt ſays expreſly, that Chriſt 
\ himſelf wus to be the Miniſter of that Baptiſm, 
which was to be with the Holy Cboſt and with 
Fir, Matth. iii, 2. which he performed after 
his Alvenſion r "ng Conſequently we, 
mtr may real nably , that none ought, Nor 
can pretend, nor deed have they Power and | 
Ability, to baptize this Way, but our Saviour | 
himtell. Neither his Diſciples, nor their Suc- 
cellors in the Miniſtry, no, nor any other 
(us far as we know from Scripture ) have et» 
| ther Power or Authority to do it, For what 
Was peculiar to Chriſt, and what he uſlum'd 
| to himſelf us a particular Part of his Media- 
| torial Oſtice, it mult be a daring Preſumption 
| and Uſurpation in any one elſe to meddle in; 
and conſequently, likewiſe beſides the wiek— 
edneſs of the Thing, it muſt be invalid as to 
all its Effects, and void of every Thing it pre— 
tends to convey. | 
Chriſt, *tis true, inſtituted a. Baptiſm with 
Water, and made his Apoſtles and their Suc- 
ceſſors the Miniſters of it, and this is plain 
+= from Matth. Xxviii, 19. But does Chriſt him- 
any i ſelf, or any of his Apoſtles ſay, that they them- 
i: | . ſelves, or any others after them, were to be 
. the Miniſters of this Baptiſm with the Holy 
Ghoſt, and with Fire : Is there a Word of this 
in all the New Teſtament ? Yea, on the contra- 


ry; 


Jews to their ut- 
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70 does not our Saviour ſay, That theſe very 

poſtles ſhould be baptized with the Holy Ghofl © 
not many Days hence * Acts. i, 5, Now Yay 
who baptized them in this Manner, but Chriſt 
himſelf ? Who but Chriſt ſent down the Holy 
Ghoſt in the Form of cloven Tongues as of Fire, 
which fat upon each of them? Acts. ii, 3, 4. 
Now ſince it was he that did fo, may we not 
very reaſonably conclude, that as this was a 
Baptiſm extraordinary, and purely mira« 
culous (as all muſt own) ſo it can never be 
drawn into Example, and fo never can with 
"y_ Authority be difpens'd, but by Chriſt 
alone, , 
, You, bave I think, from Scripture, [ufficiently 
proud in general, That Chrift did imftitute a Bap-— 
tiſm with Water; what Proof have you from 
thence, for baptizing Infants with Water ? 

A. Having I think clearly prov'd, That Per- 
ſons, in Order to their Admillion into the Chri— 
ſtian Church, are to be entred by Baptiſm with 
Mater, aud that none can be eſteemed Chriſtiang 
till they be baptized ; The Subjects of this Bap- 
tiſm, whether Infants or adult Perſons, are no 
Part of the Diſpute between the Church of Eng- 
land and the Quakers ,z and therefore is imperti- 
nently alledg'd : For if Baptiſm with Water has 
been proved in general to be neceſſary, then all 
Subjects, capable of it, muſt be baptized with it, 
and theſe, whether they be Perſons of grown 
Years or not, is not material in this Argument: 
For, whether Water is, or is not to be made 
Uſe of in this Sacrament, is the Thing under 
Debate, and not the e. to be bagels 
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arce pf ſuch Proc as ies for a n with 
11 in general: But however, ſince this Au- 
thor ſays, There can be no Proof drawn from 
Scripture for Infant-Baptiſm, I ſhall bricfly 
confider this Point. 

(„ What Proof theu have you in Scripture for 
Infant-Baptiſn ? 

A. Now, before we enter upon the Argu- 
ment, it will, I think, be neceſſary, to conſider 
the Evidence requiſite in this Matter, and what 
it iy the Church of England holds concernn 
Haut- Hafi i For this little Book, which 
anſwer, aſlerts, That it is the Tenet of the 
Church of Kugland, (as indeed it is ) That 
Dottrines which are not contained In Scripture, 
nor can be groves from thence, ought not to be be- 
lieved as Articles of Faith z to that, if we can't 
prove lufaut-Baptiſm, either by direct or conſe- 
quential Proof from thence, it 2 * not ta be ad- 
mitted by us: Now we of the Church of Eng- 
land don't ſay, That there is any direct Proof of 
this Matter in Scripture, or, that Chriſt did in 
very Words command Infants to be baptized ; 
But we ſay, there is very good conſequential 
Proof, or ſuch Proof as by — 4 one 
Thing with another, and natural p inferrin 
from them, as may convince reafonable an 


unprejudiced Perſons; and this will come up to 
ſuch Proof as the Church of England (as I no- 


ted ) grounds ſome of her DoQtrines and Uſages 
upon, 


1 
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And, as to what the Church of England halds 
concerning lufant-Bapiym, it neither amounts 
to an Article of Faith, nor, ſtrictly ſpeaking, to 

doctrinal Point. For 'tis no Part of the Apo— 
ſtles Creed which contains Things moſt funda- 
mental, nor do I think it is yy eflential Part 
of that Sacrament, for then all muſt be baptiz'( 
22 Inlancy, and no adult Perſon capable of it: 

herefore, all that the Church of England lays 
of it is, That the Baptifin of young Children, 
js ipny ways to be retained in the Church, 
as moſt agreeable with the Inſtitution of Chriſt, 
ile 27, 

(), What Proof then baue you in Scripture for 
Infaut-Baptiſm | | 

A, From Geneſis xvii, I think 'tis very plain, 
that Abraham's Children, and their Poſterity af- 
ter them, all entred into Covenant with God hy 
Circumciſion ; Now, unlefs it can be made ap- 
pear, that the Children of Chriſtian Parents are 
not equally capable of entring into Covenant 
with thofe, then it will follow, that as Baptiſm 
is the Mean appointed for Entrance into the 
Chriſtian Covenant; fo conſequently, Infants 

re capable Subjects of it; for what ſhould hinder 
Infant now, more than at that Time from co- 
venanting with God ? Is there any Incapacity 
under the Goſpel, which was not under the Law ? 
D 2 And 
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And if there is not, then it will follow, that as 
Infants were admitted into Covenant by Cir- 
cumcihon, lo they may be by Baptiſm, 

Q. Have yon any Texts of Scripture, from 
which you rationally infer Tnfant-Baptiſm ? 

A. This I think may be inferred from theſe 
Places, where mention is made of ſome num- 
bers.or Houſholds, which were all baptized to- 


| gether: Thus in the Commitiion which Chriſt 


gave to his Apoſtles, Matth. xxviii, 19. Go and 
make Diſciples of all Nations, baptixing them, 
we may conclude, that Children were proſely- 
ted and baptized along with their Parents (1t ha- 
ving been the Jewiſh Cuſtom to do ſo as I noted 
aboye ) far, as they were as capable of entring 
into Covenant with God as the Childrenggf the 

ews; ſo no Doubt but they were admit in- 
o it. Thus likewiſe, Aﬀs, xvi, 15, und 23. 
We read that Lydia was baptized and ber Hou- 


, fbold, And that the Faylor was likewiſe baptized 
dn all bis, And * A 11 44% 


16. That Paul baptized 
Flonſbold of Stephanus, Now we muſt imagine, 
that either there were no Children in theſe Fa 
milies, or elſe if there were, that they were 
baptized y but, it can ſcarce be on „but 
that in thefe, and many more Families which 
the Apoſtles miſt have baptized altogether, 
there muſt have been ſome Children in them, 
and; that they likewiſe were revelved to Hap- 
Hin along with the pelt. — 
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dren unclean, but now are they holy, Here you 


ſee, that theſe Children were holy, now what 
Sort of Holineſs are Children capable of ? For 


there are but two Sorts, inherent and relative 


if you ſay, They were inherertly holy, this 


may in ſome Senſe be true, ſince they are ſan- - 
ctifie 


d by Baptiſm ? AA,. 11, 38. Or if you ſay, 
They were relatively holy,this may be true like- 
wiſe, ſince by Baptiſm they are dedicated to 
God? Now before Baptiſm, they had neither 
of theſe Sorts of Holineſs, for by Nature they 
were born in Sin, and Children of Wrath. Epb. 
11, 3. Butare now by Baptiſm become holy, and 
Children of Grace, which otherwiſe they wou'd 
not have been, þ | 

Again Infant-Baptiſm may be inferred from 
Matth. xix, 14. Suffer little Children, and for- 
bid them not to come unto me, for of ſuch is the 
Kingdom of Heaven, Now, what is it that quali- 
fies any one for Heaven, but being dedicated to 
God, or being in Covenant with him ? For we 
have no right by Nature to it, nor to any of 
the Means leading thereto, it therefore, Chil- 
dren were pronolinced Sub jects of this heavenly 
Kingdom, and were capable of entring into it, 
they conſequently had a Right to the firſt Mean, 
and that was Baptiſm ? 

Hut if we take the Kingdom of Heaven in 
(hl Plave, for the Kingdom of the Mzſſinh, or 

e Oufpel Nate, as It Ja wderſtood (net hnes 
the New een ( 4s Mirth, I, 4 ) then 
We have Plat Prove here, that thetk Chil- 


dren Were fit ty be Nhe of it, and ggg ile 
of entring ina it; Far it it had been 6f 115 
Wile, 
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wiſe, Chriſt woul'd not have pronounced fo of 


them as he did, he would not have ſaid, that 
his Kingdom, or the State under the Goſpel con- 
ſiſted of ſuch, if they had not been qualified 
for it; and therefore, ſince we find that they 
were ſo, they ſure muſt have a Right to that 
Thing that entred them into it, and that was 
Baptiſm, 

No one, as I obſerved before, can be a Chri- 
ſtian without Baptiſm, he can't be of that King» 
dom our Saviour here mentions, till that ſacred 
Rite 18 performed upon him, Now, as by this 
Inſtance, our Saviour ſays, Children may be of 
thut Kingdom, and are qualified for it; the 
conſequently are entitled to Baptiſm, which 


is the Gute that lets them into it, 


Again, Infant-Baptiſm may be inferred from 
John. iii, 5, For there tis ſaid, Except any one 
( for ſo tis to be rendred) by born of Water, 
and of the Spirit, he can't enter into the Ning- 
oi of God: Now, as this Place is expounded of 
Baptiſm by all, both Ancients' and Maderns, 
except Galvin and his followers z fo it — 
proves the Neceſſity of Baptiſm to all (I mean 
ex neceſſitate præcepii) even ta Infants, as well 
as to grown Perſons; For if none can enter in- 
to the Kingdom of Glory ( for that is the Senſe 
which the Ancients put upon it, ) except he be 
baptized, then either Children are to be baptized, 
or elſe, they in the ordinary Way muſt miſs of 
that Kingdom: Now, as we believethat Children 
may £0 to Heaven, and be poſleſs'd of the Glory 
of itz ſo conſequently, they muſt have a Right to 
Baptiſm, which gives them a Title to it, 


Laſt 


Wi. 


Laſt of all, Infant Baptiſm may be inferred 
from Acts. ii, 38, 39. For Peter ſaid to thoſe 
preſent, Kepent, and be baptized every one of yon 
in the Name of Jeſus Chriſt, for the Remiſſion of 
Sins, and ye ſhall receive the Gift of the Holy 
Ghoſt, ſor the Promiſe is unto you and to your Chil- 
dren, Now, here is plain mention of a Promiſe, 
but what was that Promiſe, why 'tis ſaid, For- 

iveneſs of Sins, and Sanctification by the Hol 

hoſt ; but then, by what Means were thefe 
to be obtained? why, 'tis plainly declared by 
Baptiſm ? That ſacred Rite, they were every 
one to make Uſe of, before they could be Par- 
takers of ſuch great Benefits, But laſtly, to 
whom was this Promiſe made, and who were to 
reap the happy EffeQts of it? Why they then 
preſent, and their Children, Here then I think 
19 n * Text, intimating that Children are 
capable of being buptized, for if — had not, 
Voter wou'd never have taken in Children alon 
with others, he would not have — 
them with their Parents; Wt as he mentions 
the Promiſe of Forgiveneſs*of Sins, and the 


Gift of the Holy Ghoſt, which was to be the 


Effects of Baptiſm, as pertaining to them, no 
doubt they had a Right to be baptized, that 
they might be Partakers of them, 


Thus have I finiſhed this mean Trifle, and 


hope, I have in ſome Degree made good theſe 
two Points, viz, Baptiſm by Water, and Infant- 
Baptiſm, which this Author by bare bold Aſſer- 
tions thought fit to impugn,and therefore return 
his Negatives upon him with Affirmatives. 1/# 
That Infant-Baptiſm 1s agreeable to a Goſpel 

In- 


W 
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Inſtitution,” 2dly, That it was practiſed by the 
Apoſtles. 3dly, That the Miniſters of Religion 
have « divine Authority to practiſe it. 47%, 
That tis not a meer human Tradition. 5756, 
That it ought not to be deſpis'd by all good 
Chriſtians, 6⁰ ., That the Quakers are in the 
wrong for not practiſing ＋ 7thly, That our un- 
chriſtianing the Quaker Is juſt, 

To what I have ſaid on this Argument, I 
ſhall ſubjoyn a Quotation tranſlated from Light- 


als Horedlzhraice on Math, iii, 6. in An- 
'I 10 f wh 


yer: 


demand an expreſs Precept 


in Horipturs for Infant-Baptiſm. 


When nfarit-Baptiſm ( ſays he) in the Jew- 
iſn Church? in admitting Proſelytes, was known, 
uſual and frequent, ſo that nothing was more 
ſo, there was no need of a particular Precept to 
ſtrengthen it; for Chriſt took and tranſlated it 
into his holy Goſpel as he found it, only with 


this Addition, That he employ'd it to a larger 
Uſe, and exaited it to a more noble End. For 


the whole Nation of the Jews knew very well, 


that little ones were wont to be baptized, fo 


that there was no need of a Precept to eſtabliſh 
that which was grown into Uſe by common 
Cuſtom : It a royal Edi& was to be publiſhed 
in theſe Words, Let every one repair on the 
Lords Day to the publick Aſſemblies in the 
Church, certainly, that Man wou'd not be in 
his right Wits that ſhould argue, That Prayers 
were not to be offer d in the publick Aſſemblies 
on the Lords Day, nor Sermons preach'd, nor 
Pſalms ſung, becauſe there was no mention 
of them in the Edit, when antecedent 

| to 


1. 


"1 p 


to the publiſhing of the Edict, theſe Things 
were known to be in common Uſe aud Cuſtom, 
It is the very ſame Thing with Baptiſin: When 
Chriſt made it an Evangelical Sacrament, where» 
by all ſhould be admitted to the Profeſlion and 
Privileges of his holy Goſpel, as formerly Pro- 
ſelytes were to the Jewiſh Religion, there was 
no need of a Rule, or defining the particular 


* — of baptizing, as what Age ſhould be 
a 


ptized, or what Sex, c. becauſe theſe 
Things were by common Uſage known to the 
weakeſt Underſtanding: On the contrary, 
there was a Neceſſity for an _ and open 
Prohibition, that Infants and little Ones ſhould 
not be baptized ; if our bleſſed Saviour would 
Not have them to be admitted into his Religion; 
if then Chriſt would have had that Cuſtom a- 


boliſhed, he ſhould have openly prohibited it : 


His, and the holy Scriptures Silence therefore 
doth for ever confirm, and maintain the bapti- 
zing of Infants. | | 
To this, I ſhall add the Subſtance of a Story 
told by Caſſander at the End ot Mall Preface 
to his Hiſtory of Infant-Baptiſm, which 1 
would recommend to all who are againſt In- 
fant-Baptiſm. "> © 
A Man of note among the Autipedo-bapti/ts, 
or commonly called ( tho' etronneouſly ) Ana- 
baptiſts, being told there was a full Agreement 


of all the Ancients, who do with one Mouth 


affirm, That this Cuſtom of baptizing Infants, 
has been in Uſe ever ſince the Apoſtles Times, 
confeſs'd ingenuouſly, that he did put a great 


Value upon ſuch a Conſent of the Churzh, and 
: ſhould 
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mould be much moved with ſuch an Agreement 
of the ancient Chriſtian Writers, and if this could 
be proy'd by competent Teſtimonies, he was 
not ſo obſtinate as ta ſlight ſo forcible a Rea. 
ſan, eſpecially, if ſuch Authors were produced 
to prove this, as lived very near the Apoſtles 
Times; and therefore, he very earneſtly de- 
ſired, that the Teſtimonies of this Matter ſhould 
be ſhewn to him; and having read them, and 
(us he was a Man of good Senſe) conſidered 

them, he altered that Opinion he had taken up 
{rom a miſtaken underſtanding of the Scripturez 
which ganas in him, becauſe he was endow» 
ed with theſe three good Qualities, Firſt, the 
Fear of God, and Reverence for. his Word, fo 
that it was by Occaſion of that Zeal for Truth, 
that he fell into this Way. 

2aly, Judgment and good Senſe, ſo that ho 
quickly 1 the Force of an Argument. 

340%, Modeſty and a meek Temper, which 


cauſed, That when he had heard and comprehen- 
ded the Truth, he did not obſtinately withſtand 
it, To which is added, an Advice of the great and 
learned Biſhop Stillingfleet to his Clergy, whoſe 
einer and Advices all people love to hear 
Where the Senſe of Scripture appears doubtful, 
and Diſputes have been raiſed about it, Inquiro 
„into the Senſe of the Chriſtian Church in the 


4 firſt Ages, as the beſt Interpreter of Scripture, 
„and whether Baptiſm was not adminiſtred to 
" Infants ? | Sp 
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